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just helps to ward off any doubt that may arise out
of a contradiction (virodha} or a non-cognition (abodha}.
By itself it doesn't confer validity on any inference.

The next quotation (17) is perhaps the longest one
we have from the Tattvaratnakara. It tries to prove that
arthapatti (presumption) can be included in inference
[anumana) itself. It also tries to show the relative position
of tarka by quoting several views which show its
independent character. But the final opinion expressed
by Parasara is that tarka cannot be a separate means
of knowledge like anumana.

Arthapatti (presumption) is only a type of inference.
The sentence - satavarsajivi devadattah grhe nasti
('Devadatta who has a life-span of hundred years is not
in his house') shows that pratyaksa (perception) reveals
the absence of Devadatta from his house. But there is
another pramana (the Jyotisasastra) implied in the
expression satavarsajivi which becomes niravakasa
('without any scope for application'). Pratyaksa is the
savakasa'pramana ('with a wide scope') here. According
to the interpretative rule niravakasa vidhayah savakasan
vidbin badhante ('rules which have no scope at all for
their application stultify those rules which have scope
for application') the knowledge that Devadatta lives for
hundred years makes us infer that he must be alive
somewhere. This principle, when applied to the Vedic
rites is known as samanya-visesa nyaya ('the rule of
the general and special'). In the sentence pmo devadattah
diva na bhunkte ('the plumpy Devadatta does not eat
during daytime'), the implication is that he eats at night.
Here we supply the words necessary to make the sense
significant and complete. If the stress is on his not eating
the food during daytime this sentence becomes an instance
of smtarthapatti ('presumption from what is heard').130